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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 3/24/06 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Leyda and/or Kedem and/or Bodo suggest a hardware ID comprising a 
predetermined number of bits representing the plurality of components and wherein the 
hardware ID comprised a variable number of bits representing each portion of the 
hardware ID, the variable number of bits corresponding to the ability to differentiate 
multiple computer systems based on a particular component in the plurality of 
components (Leyda: table 2; Kedem: col. 16, 61-67; col. 17, 1-15; Bodo: col.4, 21-39; 
col. 5, 25-35). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that information 
require a certain amount of bits. Bits are the foundation of computer science and all the 
information are base upon bits/byte. Further, at least, the references above discloses 
identification information of certain hardware parts having utilized certain amount of bits. 
This can be applied to any hardware part in the system. 

As per claim 9, the purpose of Lawrence is the disclosure of 64 bits of 
information, i.e. information utilizing 64 bits. The rejection for claim 8 fully discloses a 
hardware ID. 

2112 [R-2] Requirements of Rejection Based on Inherency; Burden of Proof 
The express, implicit, and inherent disclosures of a prior art reference may be 
relied upon in the rejection of claims under 35 U.S.C. 102 or 103. "The inherent 
teaching of a prior art reference, a question of fact, arises both in the context of 
anticipation and obviousness." In re Napier, 55 F.3d 610, 613, 34 USPQ2d 1782, 1784 
(Fed. Cir. 1995) (affirmed a 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection based in part on inherent disclosure 
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in one of the references). See also In re Grasselli, 713 F.2d 731, 739, 218 USPQ 769, 
775 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 10-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Leyda, U.S. patent 5,867,730, and further in view of Kedeem, U.S. patent 6,845,428; 

Bodo, U.S. patent 6,480,925; Bondy etal., U.S. patent, 5,491,813; Dapper et al., U.S. 

patent application publication 2002/0106060 and Benson, IV et al., U.S. patent 

6,081,752. 

As per claim 8, Leyda discloses a hardware ID for identifying a plurality of 
components of a computer system, wherein the hardware ID is stored on the computer 
system and is generated during the installation of a software product on the computer 
system (abstract), wherein the hardware ID comprises: 

a CD-ROM device portion identifying a CD-ROM device of the computer system 
(abstract; col.6, 35-54). Leyda does not disclose: 

a disk adapter portion identifying a disk adapter of the computer system; 

a disk device portion identifying a disk device of the computer system; 

a display adapter portion identifying a display adapter of the computer system; 
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a first drive serial portion identifying a disk drive of the computer system; 
a MAC address portion identifying a MAC address of the computer system; 
a processor serial number portion identifying a processor serial number of the 
computer system; 

a processor type portion identifying a processor type of the computer system; 

a RAM size portion identifying a RAM size of the computer system; and 

a SCSI adapter portion identifying a SCSI adapter of the computer system, 
wherein a hardware ID comprises a predetermined number of bits representing the 
plurality of components and wherein the hardware ID comprised a variable number of 
bits representing each portion of the hardware ID, the variable number of bits 
corresponding to the ability to differentiate multiple computer systems based on a 
particular component in the plurality of components. 

Subler et al. discloses wherein the CD-ROM device portion, the disk adapter 
portion, the disk device portion, the display adapter portion, the first serial drive portion, 
the MAC address portion, the processor serial number portion, the processor type 
portion, the RAM size portion, and the SCSI adapter portion of the hardware ID are 
generated during the installation of the software product on the computer system (col.4, 
55-64). Kedeem discloses a disk adapter portion identifying a disk adapter of the 
computer system (col. 16, 61-67; col. 17, 1-15). Bodo discloses a disk device portion 
identifying a disk device of the computer system (col.5, 25-35) and a first drive serial 
portion identifying a disk drive of the computer system (col.5, 25-35). Bondy et al. 
discloses a display adapter portion identifying a display adapter of the computer system 
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(col.6, 7-17). Dapper et al. discloses a MAC address portion identifying a MAC 
address of the computer system (paragraph 609) and a processor serial number portion 
identifying a processor serial number of the computer system (paragraph 350). Benson, 
IV et al. discloses a processor type portion identifying a processor type of the computer 
system (col.7, 49-67; col.8, 1-33) and a RAM size portion identifying a RAM size of the 
computer system (col.50, 12-19 & col.65, 17-25). Leyda and Bodo disclose a SCSI 
adapter portion identifying a SCSI adapter of the computer system (Leyda: col. 10,46- 
67; col.1 1,1-15) (Bodo: fig's 1-5). Leyda and/or Kedem and/or Bodo suggest a 
hardware ID comprising a predetermined number of bits representing the plurality of 
components and wherein the hardware ID comprised a variable number of bits 
representing each portion of the hardware ID, the variable number of bits corresponding 
to the ability to differentiate multiple computer systems based on a particular component 
in the plurality of components (Leyda: table 2; Kedem: col.16, 61-67; col.17, 1-15; 
Bodo: col.4, 21-39; col.5, 25-35). It would have been obvious to modify Leyda to 
include a disk adapter portion identifying a disk adapter of the computer system; 
a disk device portion identifying a disk device of the computer system; a display adapter 
portion identifying a display adapter of the computer system; a first drive serial portion 
identifying a disk drive of the computer system; a MAC address portion identifying a 
MAC address of the computer system; a processor serial number portion identifying a 
processor serial number of the computer system; a processor type portion identifying a 
processor type of the computer system; a RAM size portion identifying a RAM size of 
the computer system; and a SCSI adapter portion identifying a SCSI adapter of the 
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computer system such as taught by the references above in order for each part of the 
hardware system to be accounted for when a software is installed on the system to 
minimize the illegal use of software and hardware components. 

As per claim 10-16 & 18, Leyda discloses a hardware ID for identifying a plurality 
of components of a computer system as described above. Leyda does not disclose 
wherein the CD-ROM device portion comprises a hashing of a CD-ROM device 
identification string (hashing of data), the disk adapter portion comprising a hashing of 
disk adapter peripheral component interface (PCI) vendor and device identifications 
(hashing of data), the disk device portion comprising a hashing of a disk device 
identification string (hashing of data), the display adapter portion comprising a hashing 
of video adapter PCI vendor and device identifications (hashing of data), the first drive 
serial portion comprising a hashing of an operating system assigned serial number of a 
first partition (hashing of data), the MAC address portion comprising a hardware 
address of a network interface connecting the computer system to a shared network, 
the processor serial number portion comprises an identification of the manufacturer's 
serial number for the processor of the computer system. Dapper et al. discloses 
wherein the CD-ROM device portion comprises a hashing of a CD-ROM device 
identification string (hashing of data) (paragraph 379), the disk adapter portion 
comprising a hashing of disk adapter peripheral component interface (PCI) vendor and 
device identifications (hashing of data) (paragraph 379), the disk device portion 
comprising a hashing of a disk device identification string (hashing of data) (paragraph 
379), the display adapter portion comprising a hashing of video adapter PCI vendor and 
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device identifications (hashing of data) (paragraph 379), the first drive serial portion 
comprising a hashing of an operating system assigned serial number of a first partition 
(hashing of data) (paragraph 379), the MAC address portion comprising a hardware 
address of a network interface connecting the computer system to a shared network 
(paragraph 609), the processor serial number portion comprises an identification of the 
manufacturer's serial number for the processor of the computer system (paragraphs 
609). It would have been obvious to modify Leyda to include the hashing of data such 
as that taught by Dapper et a\. in order to improve the time searched for the data when 
finding and retrieving the data from a database. 

As per claim 17. Leyda discloses a hardware ID for identifying a plurality of 
components of a computer system as described above. Leyda does not disclose 
wherein the RAM size portion comprises the size of the RAM in the computer system in 
megabytes. Benson, IV et al. discloses wherein the RAM size portion comprises the 
size of the RAM in the computer system in megabytes (col. 38-44). It would have been 
obvious to modify Leyda to include the RAM size portion comprising the size of the 
RAM in the computer system in megabytes in order to the RAM size to be used as one 
of several identifying parts of the systems when a software is to be installed. 

As per claim 18, Leyda and Bodo further disclose wherein the SCSI adapter 
portion comprises an identification of the Small Computer Systems Interface (SCSI) 
adapter of the computer system (Leyda: col. 10, 46-67; col.11, 1-15) (Bodo: fig's 1-5) 
as per the motivation given above. 
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Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leyda, 
Kedeem, Bodo, Bondy et al., Dapper et al. and Benson, IV et al. as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Lawrence et al., U.S patent 5,995,424. 

As per claim 9, Leyda, Kedeem, Bodo, Bondy et al., Dapper et al. and Benson, 
IV et al. disclose a hardware ID for identifying a plurality of components of a computer 
system as described above. Leyda, Kedeem, Bodo, Bondy et al., Dapper et al. and 
Benson, IV et al. do not disclose the hardware ID being 64 bits. Lawrence et al. 
discloses a 64 bit hardware piece (fig. 32; col.50, 13-20; col.49, 38-43). It would have 
been obvious to modify Leyda to include a 64 bit hardware such as that taught by 
Lawrence et al. in order to have specific security for 64 bit hardware to prohibit the 
piracy of software and minimize the illegal use of the 64 bit hardware. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Behrang Badii whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6879. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/668,580 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 3621 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (tollrfree). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



or faxed to (571)273-8300 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 



or proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 3600 Customer Service 
Office whose telephone number is (571) 272-3600. 



Behrang Badii 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3621 
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